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never allow any servicemember—past 
or present—to simply fall through the 
cracks. 

Now that the Senate has returned 
from its State work period, we should 
pass Senator SANDERS’ bill as soon as 
possible, ensuring that our veterans 
get the care they deserve. Yet even as 
Senate Democrats try to improve the 
reliability of our veterans health care, 
certain Republican Members of Con-
gress are content to scapegoat the VA. 
Even more disappointing is the fact 
that these same Republicans have, 
through their obstruction, deprived the 
VA of essential resources it needs to 
help veterans. 

Last February Senate Republicans 
blocked legislation introduced by Sen-
ator SANDERS which would give the VA 
the tools needed to meet the demands 
of a changing veteran population. We 
tried to break that filibuster. We 
couldn’t do it. We didn’t have 60 votes. 

That bill would help our Nation’s 
veterans by improving health and den-
tal care, providing educational and em-
ployment opportunities and addressing 
claims backlogs. The legislation that 
has been introduced this week does the 
same. That legislation was shot down 
because as the junior Senator from 
Florida said, it had a cost issue, but 
that junior Senator, a Republican Sen-
ator from Florida, was correct—taking 
care of our Nation’s wounded veterans 
does cost money, but it is money well 
spent. 

Senator RUBIO is not alone. The jun-
ior Senator from Alabama, along with 
the rest of his caucus, opposed the 
same bill because he didn’t want to 
‘‘bust the budget.’’ Republicans didn’t 
worry about busting the budget when 
they initially sent our troops by the 
hundreds of thousands to Iraq on a 
credit card, the credit card of the tax-
payers of America, running up—in that 
war alone—about $1.5 trillion in money 
that was borrowed. 

Therein lies the problem. Repub-
licans ignore the true cost of democ-
racy. The lives and well-being of the 
brave men and women who fight to pro-
tect our way of life are part of the cost 
of our democracy. Instead, Republicans 
focus on the monetary costs only, the 
dollar bills, because any money going 
to our veterans is $1 less going to bil-
lionaires, corporations, and unneces-
sary tax cuts. 

The American people are tired of the 
doublespeak coming from the Repub-
lican Party when it comes to caring for 
our soldiers and our veterans. If Repub-
licans support our Nation’s soldiers, 
then help us protect our Nation’s sol-
diers and help us support our Nation’s 
soldiers. Instead, there is always an ex-
cuse, some exception they find to jus-
tify prevention of them standing with 
America’s veterans and our soldiers. 

Let’s give American veterans the 
care and attention they deserve. As the 
Department of Veterans Affairs works 
to remedy these serious shortcomings, 
we in Congress must do our part to 
help. We owe America’s veterans far 

too much to leave them behind in their 
hour of need. 

ERIC SHINSEKI 

I wish to say a few words about the 
retired Secretary, retired general, Eric 
Shinseki, who resigned in the wake of 
the Veterans Affairs’ troubling per-
formance. 

General Shinseki is a very good man, 
a devoted, disabled combat veteran. 
Under his leadership the VA drastically 
improved its care of veterans suffering 
from mental illness, and they ad-
dressed the issue of veterans’ homeless-
ness. He oversaw initiatives which de-
creased dependence on pain killers and 
other drugs, addressing a problem 
which was crippling many combat vet-
erans. 

General Shinseki’s work at the VA 
has also helped cut waiting times for 
GI benefits down to just 1 week, help-
ing countless veterans get paid the aid 
they were promised. As the Secretary 
has done his best, I am sorry his time 
as head of the VA ended with his res-
ignation, but I understand why he felt 
the need to step aside. 

Eric Shinseki has served this country 
for decades: on the battlefield, as Chief 
of Staff for the U.S. Army, and as Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs. I personally 
thank him for his service and wish him 
well as he undoubtedly continues his 
work for America. 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

Would the Chair announce the busi-
ness of the day. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is preserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will be in a period of morning 
business until 5:30 p.m., with Senators 
permitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each. 

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

HARPER NOMINATION 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, today 
the Senate will consider the nomina-
tion of Keith Harper as the U.S. Rep-
resentative to the U.N. Human Rights 
Council. 

I am generally deferential to the 
President’s decisions when it comes to 
nominations brought before the Senate 
for confirmation, but in extraordinary 
circumstances I don’t hesitate to op-
pose them. Given the extraordinary 
circumstances present in this case, I 

must strenuously object to this nomi-
nee. 

Mr. Harper is the latest State De-
partment ‘‘bundler-blunder’’ that is 
slated for a U.S. ambassadorship. Ear-
lier this year we saw the administra-
tion nominate several wholly unquali-
fied top Democratic fundraisers to 
serve as ambassadors to various posts 
around the world. 

One such fundraiser, Mr. George 
Tsunis, was nominated to serve as the 
U.S. Ambassador to Norway. During 
his confirmation hearing, Mr. Tsunis 
revealed his complete unawareness 
about the country in which he would 
serve as our Nation’s top envoy. For 
example, he referred to Norway’s head 
of State as their President, not know-
ing that the country is led by a con-
stitutional monarch. 

Another Presidential pick, Colleen 
Bell, for Hungary could not answer a 
single question at her Senate hearing 
about U.S. strategic interests in that 
country, but that is OK. I am certain 
her professional background as a TV 
soap opera producer will come in handy 
while the crisis in Ukraine continues 
to unfold. 

Inside the beltway, these nominees 
are known as ‘‘campaign bundlers,’’ 
partisan political operatives who have 
each fundraised hundreds of thou-
sands—if not millions—of dollars for 
the President’s campaign. Mr. Harper 
is another example of a campaign bun-
dler wholly ill-suited to serve in the 
diplomatic post for which he has been 
nominated. 

According to the Center of Respon-
sive Politics, which tracks campaign 
donations, Mr. Harper is on a list 
called ‘‘758 Elites.’’ These are donors 
who combined ‘‘at least $180 million for 
Obama’s re-election effort.’’ That is a 
quote from the Center of Responsive 
Politics. Mr. Harper is classified as a 
bundler of $500,000 or more, and his 
contribution level matched such 
notables as actor Will Smith, actress 
Eva Longoria, and Hollywood producer 
Harvey Weinstein. 

I am not naive as to why some of 
these ambassadorships are doled out. 
Candidly speaking, Presidents from 
both parties frequently issue these dip-
lomatic posts as political favors. But I 
have never before seen an administra-
tion this brazen in transmitting indi-
viduals who are so terribly and fun-
damentally unfit for foreign service. 
Traditionally, according to the retired 
Foreign Service group, about 30 per-
cent of ambassadorships go to political 
appointees. Since the election of 2012, 
that is up to 50 percent. Some go to 
countries that, frankly, deserve better 
than someone whose only qualification 
is whether they raised $500,000 or more 
for the campaign of President Obama. 

Some of my colleagues will say that 
what sets Mr. Harper apart from these 
other campaign donors is his cultural 
heritage. They say Mr. Harper would be 
the first Native American in history to 
hold the rank of U.S. Ambassador. 
They also say he should be 
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